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This iiitemational preliminary examination report has been prepared by fliis International Preliminary Examining 
Authority and is transmitted to the applicant according to Article 36. 



2. This REPORT consists of a total of . 



. sheets, including this cover sheet 



This report is also accompanied by ANNEXES, i.e.. sheets of the description, claims and/or drawings which have 
been amended and are the basis for diis report and/or sheets containing rectifications made before this Authority 
(see Rule 70. 1 6 and Section 607 of tiie Administrative Instructions under the PCT). 

These annexes consist of a total of 2 



3. This report contains indications relating to the following items: 
Basis of the report 
Priority 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 
Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned stetement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability: 
citations and explanations sui^rting such statement ^' 

Certain documents cited 

Certain defects in the international application 

Certain observations on the international application 
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1 This report has been drawn on the basis of {R^hcement sheets which have beenjumished to the receiving Office in response to an invitation 
' tinder Article 14 are referred to in this r^rt as "originallyflkd" ami are not annexed to the report since ih^ do not contam amendmentsO: 



Basis of the report 



I I the international application as originally filed. 



tiie description, pages . 

pages 
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the claims. 
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as originally filed, 
filed with the demand, 
^, filed witili the letter of 
^, filed with the letter of 



1-8 



, as originally filed, 

, as amended under Article 19, 

, filed with tiie demand, 

, filed with the letter of 

filed with file letter of 



14 May 2004 n4.Q5.2004^ 



j I the drawings. 



sheets/fig . 
sheets/fig . 
sheets/fig . 
sheets/fig 



, as originally filed, 
, filed with the demand, 
, filed with the letter of 
, filed with die letter of 



2. The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

I I the description, pages 

I I the claims, Nos. 



I I the drawings, sheets/fig 



□ This report has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have been considered 
to go beyond the disclosure as filed, as indicated in the Supplemental Box (Rule 70.2(c)). 



4. Additional observations, if necessary: 
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Basis of the report ^ , 

Continuation of: Box 1.6 

in response to the written opinion, the applicant has 
submitted a new set of claims 1-8 that does not go beyond 
the content of the application as filed (PCT Article 
19(2)) . 
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V. Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1. Statement 

Novelty (N) 

Inventive step (IS) 



Industrial applicability (lA) 



2. Citations and ^planations 

Reference is made to the following document cited in the 
search report: 

Dl: BIRCHENALL-ROBERTS M C ET AL: ^^Inhibition of murine 
monocyte proliferation by a colony stimulating 
factor-1 antisense oligodeoxynucleotide'' JOURNAL OF 
IMMUNOLOGY, THE WILLIAMS AND WILKINS CO. BALTIMORE, 
US, vol. 145, no. 10, 15 November 1990 (1990-11-15), 
pages 3290-3296, XP002957654 ISSN: 0022-1767. 

Document Dl describes antisense oligomers and antibodies 
to CSF-1 (from mice) . The use of these factors inhibits 
the growth of an established line of monocytes (ras/myc) 
by 60 to 70% and, when used in combination, they provide 
95% inhibition. 

Inven1:lve step (PCT Article 33(3)) 

Since document Dl describes a combination containing an 
oligonucleotide capable of inhibiting CSF-1 expression and 
a substance having at least cytotoxic (antibody) activity 
and since no surprising technical effects or technical 
advantages arise from the combinations of oligonucleotides 
and substances with cytotoxic activity, as disclosed in 
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claims 1-3, said claims merely constitute alternatives to 
the composition of document Dl and do not involve an 
inventive step. The same is true of claims 4-6, which, in 
addition, are not supported by the description. 

Since Dl describes the use of the composition containing 
an oligonucleotide capable of inhibiting CSF-1 activity 
and a substance having at least cytotoxic activity in 
order to inhibit the growth of cancer cells, the subject 
matter of claims 7 and 8 cannot be considered to involve 
an inventive step. 

It follows that claims 1-8 are not inventive in relation 
to Dl. 

Industrial applicability (PCT Article 33 (4)) 

The present set of claims is industrially applicable. 
Additional obsesrvatxons 

In addition, the present application relates only to 
antisense oligonucleotides, not to combinations (see 
example 1) . As a result, the claims relating to 
combinations are speculative and are not supported by the 
description (PCT Article 5) . Similarly, the possible use 
of such combinations for a therapeutic purpose is 
speculative . 

In the absence of a reference to a specific sequence, the 
use of the term ^"CSF-l" is not clear and said term is 
subject to interpretation (e.g. which origin?) . 
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